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PREFACE TO SECOND EDITION 


Much as I would have liked to use the opportunity of a sec- 
ond printing to elaborate and expand some of the thoughts ad- 
vanced in this little phamphlet, I must unfortunately resist the 
temptation in view of the urgent pressure of other work. I feel, 
however, less guilty about submitting to the reader completely 
unchanged what was written, as it now seems, very, very long 
ago, because I believe that nothing which has happened in Cuba 
or in United States policy toward Cuba has deprived this essay 
of its validity or reduced its timeliness. In fact, the events of 
the last few months have corroborated dramatically both the 
fears and the hopes eee in the = section. The Amplacable 
it into undertaking a treacherous assault on Cuba; and — such 
is the dialectic of the historical process — the assault has served 
to consolidate socialism in Cuba, has served to unite behind its 
Revolutionary Government a nation in arms. 

Needless to say, the victory which the Cuban people won 
in April, 1961, is far from having brought to an end the mortal 
threat to their revolution. Their vigilance today is obviously 
as urgent as it was a few months ago, when the American press 
ridiculed their preparations to meet the attack which they saw _ 


coming. “Nor is it any less urgent for the people of this country 
and of the entire world to maintain and to increase the pressure 
of world opinion against the danger of a renewed outburst of 
jingoism and aggression on the part of those whose only driving 
force is mortal fear of idelismo, the great symbol of the libera- 
tion and advancement of all of the Latin American peoples. 

I discussed some of these questions in a number of talks 
given over the listener-supported FM radio station, KPFA, in 
Berkeley, California during April and May. Since the considera- 
tions put forward in these talks may be of interest to a wider 
audience, I have decided to append the transcripts of two of 


them to the original pamphlet. These transcripts have been 
slightly edited; nevertheless, they reflect the way in which they 
originated — extemporaneously expressed thoughts rather than 
carefully prepared manuscripts. Apologizing for their form, I 
hope that their contents may be found to be of some use. 


P.A.B. 


Palo Alto, California, 
May, 1961 


REFLECTIONS ON THE 
CUBAN REVOLUTION 


BY PAUL A. BARAN 


The three weeks which I recently spent in Cuba were an 
unforgettable experience. We drove through districts of Havana 
where sprawling army barracks are being transformed by the 
soldiers of the Revolutionary Army into spacious school and 
dormitory buildings for thousands of university students. We 


walked through abysmal quarters of Santiago de Cuba where 


hovels, the horror and sordidness and misery of which are be- 
yond my power of description, are being torn down and replaced 
by entire streets of light, clean, colorful little houses. We went 
through parts of Cuba’s subtropical countryside (in the pro- 
vinces of Oriente and of Pinar del Rio) where new dwellings, 
vegetable gardens, barns, chicken hatcheries, dairy farms, cattle 
and pig breeding farms, schools, hospitals, and stores are popping 
up on every side like big mushrooms after an ample rainfall. We 
watched on both sides of the highway bulldozers and tractors 
clearing virgin land for cultivation, and we saw field after field 
only a few weeks earlier thickly covered by age-old underbrush 
now checkered by furrows of rice and corn and cotton. 

While viewing all this, I suddenly relived a childhood’s joy 
of seeing the warm April sun usher in the spring and liberate 
as if by a magic wand the earth, the rivers, the flowers, the 
animals from the heavy, oppressive burden of frost, ice, and 
snow. Just as in those distant days it was the poor people, the 
people with too little bread, fuel, shelter, and clothing to brave 
the cold long winter who rejoiced most over the arrival of 
spring, so now in Cuba it is the poor people, the people who 
never had all-year-round employment, never had enough food, 


enough medical care, enough shoes and schools for their children 
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who are celebrating the miraculous burst of life, the dramatic 
resurrection of their nation. And I could not help thinking of 
another wonderful island and of another wonderful city where 
last year I was shown around by my good friend Danilo Dolci. 
There is perhaps even more poverty, even more misery in the 
villages of Sicily, and the narrow streets and courtyards behind 
the Cathedral of Palermo are perhaps even more terrifying, even 
more heart-rending than anything I saw in Havana or Santiago. 
But the striking difference between Cardinal Ruffini’s Sicily and 
Fidel Castro’s Cuba can be seen in the human faces. There they 
expressed squalor, fear, and hopelessness. Here, wherever we 
went in the countryside and with whomever we talked on the 
farms and on construction jobs, we saw black faces and white 
faces and brown faces radiating enthusiasm and pride about 
what has been accomplished in the less than two years since the 
triumph of the Revolution, and hope and confidence about what 
is still to be achieved in the future. 


I 

Cuban intellectuals and members of the revolutionary move- 
ment—and we talked with many on various levels and in various 
fields of work—frequently insisted on the uniqueness, the pecu- 
liarity of the Cuban Revolution. They stressed with visible pride 
that the Cuban Revolution has followed no preconceived scheme, 
has not been governed by any “bookish” theory. Their Revolu- 
tion, they said, has grown spontaneously, owing its methods, its 
direction, and its triumph to specific conditions in Cuba as well 
as to the genius of Fidel Castro. There is not the slightest reason 
to doubt these statements, and I am convinced that this is pre- 
cisely how the Cuban Revolution is seen and thought of by most, 
if not by all, of those who made it. And yet, just as it would be 
wrong to judge an individual’s actions solely on the basis of what 
he himself thinks of them, so it would be an error to consider 
the Cuban Revolution merely in the light of what is or has been 
thought about it by the Cuban revolutionaries themselves. For 
while it certainly would be sterile doctrinairism to try to squeeze 
Cuba’s history of the last few years into textbook categories of 
political theory, or to interpret the Cuban Revolution primarily 
in terms of the revolutionary experience at other times and in 
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other places, it would be irrational to overlook certain broad 
similarities, certain important common features displayed by all 
revolutions, the Cuban included. 

. Indeed, it is the presence of such similarities and common 
features which has made it possible to arrive at a theory of 
revolutions, however fragmentary, that has enabled all great 
revolutionary leaders to learn from a careful study of earlier 
revolutionary experience. What follows makes no pretense to 
being a systematic analysis of the Cuban revolution. It is rather 
a hasty attempt to put together what seem to me to be some of 
the salient considerations that have to be borne in mind in seeking 
to understand the momentous developments taking place in 
Cuba today. 


II 

It must be clearly realized that the Cuban revolution is not 
merely a political revolution. Political revolutions which have 
taken place repeatedly in nearly all countries of the world have 
usually overthrown one government in favor of another, changing 
the personal composition and sometimes even the ideological or 
social make-up of the political group in power. These changes 
may have been purely nominal (as in the case of many political 
upsets in Latin American countries) or quite consequential not 
only to the countries involved but to the world at large (as for 
instance de Gaulle’s coiip d’état in 1958), or of the farthest reach- 
ing impact upon the country in question and the world as a 
whole (as for instance the ascent of Hitler in 1933). And yet 
all of these changes in political institutions, radical and dramatic 
as they may have often appeared, did not affect to any appreci- 
able degree the basic economic and social structure of the re- , 
spective countries. The fundamental relations of production and 
of ownership of land, industrial facilities, and other means of 
production remained essentially undisturbed. The acid test of 
the purely political rather than social nature of any such up- 
heaval is its reversibility. After more than 20 years of Mussolini’s 
rule, Italy returned without too much trouble to the institutions 
of a bourgeois democracy. Western Germany after Hitler (and 
the most devastating war in its history) resembles closely the 
Weimar republic preceding the Nazi era, and the cancellation of 
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the de Gaulle constitution and the re-establishment of the Fourth 
Republic in France is not only conceivable but entirely possible. 
All this is quite different in the case of a social revolution, 
the outstanding characteristic of which is that it drastically alters. 
tions, the ownership of the principal means of production, the 
economic and political status of entire social classes, all undergo 
a sweeping transformation. Such transformations have been 
~ accompanied in the course of history by much violence. And at- 
tempts to reverse such a complete revamping of society usuall 
lead to civil wars. Big estates appropriated by landhungry peas- 
ants are not ot easily taken back. Factories nationalized or seized by 
revolutionary workers are not readily restored to their former 
owners. And social classes that have fought their way to power 
cannot be thrown back without a bitter struggle. Social revolu- 
tions thus tend to create faits accomplis and after relatively short 
periods of time those faits accomplis can no longer be undone. 


III 
Although it began as a political movement directed against 
the Batista dictatorship, the Cuban Revolution evolved early and 


rapidly into a social revolution. This raises a host of important — 


questions: Who made the Revolution? What has been its course 
thus far? Whose interests did it advance? Who are its friends 
and who are its enemies? What social order is emerging from it? 
On all of these questions there is a great deal of misapprehension 
in various quarters, and most of this misapprehension is deliber- 
ately created by a biased network of communication. 


A number of foreign students of the Cuban Revolution have 
stressed the leading part played by young intellectuals, and some 


have even considered the Cuban Revolution to be an outstand- 


ing manifestation of the world-wide “revolt on the campuses” — 
similar to what has taken place in Turkey, South Korea, Japan, 
and elsewhere. This view has deep theoretical roots, and relates 
to two propositions which are central to both political theory and 
a general interpretation of the historical process. One is an im- 
plied rejection of the principal tenet of historical materialism ac- 
cording to which it is social classes that are the prime agents on 
the historical scene, with both the composition of these classes 
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and their broad political and ideological outlook determined 
chiefly by their position in the economic structure. The other, 
closely connected with the first, is the assertion that the intellec- 
tuals constitute a separate social stratum, an “‘elite” above classes 
which plays an independent and indeed a decisive role in history. 
This doctrine, the most influential recent exponent of which was 
the late German sociologist Karl Mannheim, is held, not unnatur- 
ally, in great esteem by many intellectuals on both sides of the 
Atlantic, and has been strongly advanced in this country by C. 
Wright Mills (in many lectures as well as in a recent article in 
New Left Review, September-October, 1960). 

There are many reasons for this hypostatization of the in- 
tellectuals. Leaving aside the obvious, but therefore by no means 
irrelevant, one that the glorification of intellectuals is most flat- 
tering to the intellectuals themselves, four considerations must 
be primarily borne in mind. In the first place, the assignment of 
a crucially important role to the intellectuals is a sociological de- 
rivative of an idealistic philosophical position. If intellectuals are 
the salt of the earth, responsible for the nature and direction of 
social development, then clearly it is ideas that run history. There 
is the further implication that these ideas are not mere reflections 
of processes in the material world (tensions between forces and 
relations of production, struggles among social classes, and so 
forth) but rather unfold in and emanate from the pensive heads 
of the “freely floating intellectual elite’ (Mannheim). Secondly, 
the leadership of nearly all major social movements in history 
(with the exception of the most primitive peasant rebellions) has 
consisted of or included intellectuals by upbringing or individuals 
turned intellectuals in the course of their political careers. What 
is then simpler than to conclude that since there were always 
intellectuals prominently associated with revolutionary move- 
ments, the intellectuals were their cause and their engine? 
Thirdly, the growing awareness among intellectuals of the ir- 
rationality, inhumanity, and degeneration of capitalism has been 
accompanied in. many Western countries by an increasing dis- 
illusionment with the labor movement and a sharpened dis- 
appointment with its lack of political dynamism and its wide- 
spread capitulation before the capitalist order. Under such cir- 
cumstances the faith in the awakening of the intellectuals re- 
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mains the only bright spot on the horizon for those who seek a 
way out of the impasse of the status quo. And finally, in many 
countries, treating the intellectuals as the yeast of history, count- 
ing upon them to move things off dead center serves many in- 
tellectuals as a convenient rationalization for staying in their 
academic or literary ivory towers, for refraining from participat- 
ing actively in such political and social struggles as are being ac- 
tually fought in their societies. 

But if all of these factors help explain why intellectuals 
assign to intellectuals such a vastly inflated role in the historical 
process, one should avoid the error of denying their influence or 
indeed, in certain situations, decisive impact on the speed, direc- 
tion, and outcome of social movements. For the question is really 
not whether intellectuals have taken part in, and often made 
major contributions to, social movements. On that there can be 
no reasonable doubt. The problem is rather under what historical 
circumstances do intellectuals become drawn into such move- 
_ments, under "what | conditions are they capable of affecting the 
course of events in any particular way, and what forces deter- 
~~ mine the specific part which they play. And this problem is cer- 
tainly not solved but merely evaded by profound-sounding dis- 
courses about the independence of the intellectuals, about their 
unflagging devotion to truth, or about their selfless dedication 
to progress and to the commonwealth. None of these theories 
explains in the least the fact that in certain countries and at cer- 
tain times some intellectuals become highly effective leaders of 
popular movements while in other countries at other times they 
are either entirely stymied or become active or passive supporters 
of the status quo. 

The issue was highlighted in a short conversation between 
Fidel Castro and the able French journalist Claude Bourdet. 
Replying to Bourdet’s remark that the Cuban revolution is a 
segment of a movement sweeping the entire world, of the “‘revo- 
lution of the youth,” Castro put his finger on the nub of the mat- 
ter. “Certainly the youth,” he said, “‘but above all, the workers, 
the peasants, the victims of colonialism, all the exploited. . . .” 
(France-Observateur, September 29, 1960, p. 7). And yet, this 
penetrating observation by one whose knowledge of the matter 
is surely unequaled, calls, I think, for a qualification. It not only 
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reflects Castro’s characteristic modesty, it also refers less to the 
earlier than to the later part of the revolution, not to the question 
of who made it, but to the question of whose basic interests it 
has primarily served in the course of its short history. For the 
transformations which have taken place i in the mass basis of the 
revolution undoubtedly constitute one of its most significant as- 
pects; and while they come as no surprise to a student of history, 
they deserve most careful analysis, offering as they do an ex- 
perimental verification of a general theory. 


IV 

The class that made the revolution is the rural population, 
the Cuban campesinos. This class was driven to revolt by the 
increasingly insufferable state of poverty, exploitation, and back- 
wardness to which it was condemned by the old order. Its suc- 
cess in making the revolution and the direction it gave the revolu- 
tion were largely determined by its economic, social, and ideo- 
logical structure. 

Only a relatively small proportion (about a fourth) of 
those who work on the land were individual cultivators of all 
kinds. Of these individual cultivators, only a fraction held title 
to the plots they tilled; the rest of them were sharecroppers and 
tenants, subtenants, or squatters, The overwhelming majority of 
the campesinos, on the other hand was composed of agricultural 
laborers working in sugar, tobacco, and coffee plantations, earn- 
ing a bare subsistence wage in the fon busy months of the harvest 
season and reduced to unemployment and extreme _privation 
during the remaining months of the tempo muerte. Consequent- 
ly, the land population of Cuba differs very markedly from what 
might be called the “classical” peasantry of pre-revolutionary 
Eastern Europe, some Mediterranean countries, Japan, China, 
and some parts of Latin America. It depends for its livelihood 
not on individual plots of land but on employment on planta- 
tions. It is not a stratum of owners and tenants but of agricul- 
tural laborers. And accordingly, it has no proprietary or would- 
be proprietary relations to the land, but consists primarily of pro- 
letarians wholly alienated from their means of production (and 
subsistence) and having nothing to sell but their labor power. 
This accounts also for relatively little social differentiation and 
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for relatively great cohesion among the campesinos: the wealthy 
peasant, the “‘kulak,” and the “middle peasant” aspiring to be- 
come wealthier—the dominant economic and political figures in 
the villages of many other countries—were relatively unimpor- 
tant in the Cuban countryside. All this stems from one funda- 
mental fact: for historical reasons that need not be traced here, 
the better part of Cuba’s agriculture had not evolved into a 
feudal system but became at an early stage an appendix of 
monopoly capital. The prevalent form of proprietary unit—the 

“Tatifundium—was not typically a feudal estate operated by serfs, 
but a plantation run by a corporation with the help of hired 
labor. This decisively affected the economic status as well as the 
basic attitudes of the Cuban land population. Living off their 
labor and not off what they might have considered if ever so 
tenuously to be their land, dependent upon large-scale “fac- 
tories in the field’’ and not upon subsistence farms, exploited by 
vast capitalist firms and not by time-honored feudal relations, 
the Cuban campesinos longed and fought not for the ownership 
of the soil which they tilled, but for essentially working class 
objectives: steady employment, more human working condi- 
tions, and more adequate wages. 

Not being inhabited by a petty bourgeois stratum of small 
peasant proprietors, the Cuban countryside thus never became 
a “breeding ground of bourgeois ideology.” Although there is no 
shortage of superstitions and mystical creeds—particularly in the 
more desolate and destitute mountain regions of the island— 
they have not assumed the form of organized religions and have 
little if any influence on the social, economic, and political con- 
sciousness of the rural masses. Nor did the Cathe Catholic Church ever 


develop into a powerful factor in Cuban life. While the ruling 
class was traditionally too greedy and too disdainful of the cam- 
pesino to bother to proselytize him into the Catholic faith, the 
Church itself did nothing to become identified with the veal 
needs and aspirations of the Cuban people. Prior to Cuba’s gain- 
ing its ees the Church sided with the Spanish over- _ 


_Jords; later on, it supported one dictator after another; its be- 
latedly hinted at rather than openly expressed antipathy towards 
the most brutal and abusive of them—Batista—could not change 


the popular image of the Catholic Church as the religious _or- 
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ganization not of the poor but of the rich, not of working people 
but of the ruling class. As pointed out in an incisive article by 


James N. Wallace, “Castro vs. Catholicism” (Wall Street Jour- 
nal, October 26, 1960), Catholicism, a mighty pillar of the 
status quo in most Latin American and many European coun- 
tries, could not even approximately fulfill that function in Cuba. 
As I was told by a number of eyewitnesses: when pastoral letters 
condemning the Revolution were recently read in Catholic 
‘churches, congregations rose and left the building singing the 
national anthem. TED ENT. SOMERSET 


— 





V 

It is quite clear, however, that what has been said thus far 
about the economic, social, and ideological condition of the 
rural population in Cuba is not sufficient to explain its having 
successfully made the revolution. There are other underdeveloped 
countries where the underprivileged are even worse off than 
they were in Cuba, and there are other backward areas where 
the possibilities of liberation are even more propitious than they 
were in Cuba. What, then, were the specific circumstances which 
facilitated the breakthrough of the Cuban campesino, and how 
did they influence the course of the Cuban Revolution? 

Three sets of considerations provide, I think, an at least 
partial answer to these questions. First, just as the economic 
situation of the campesinos accounted for the previously noted 
absence of a pronounced social differentiation and a high degree 
of cohesion in the Cuban countryside, so did the economic status 
of Cuba as a whole create a strong sense of national solidarity 
among Cubans in various walks of life. For in the slightly more 
than 50 years of its formal political independence, Cuba _ has 
never emerged from its dependency on the United States. Cuba’s 
essentially colonial status manifested itself on all sides. Its most 
conspicuous symbol is the United States’ naval base in Guan- 
tanamo, and it reflected itself in the vast proportion of Cuba’s 
productive resources owned and controlled by United States 
_ capital. The principal industry, sugar, was largely operated by 
‘United States corporations and depended nearly exclusively on 
United States markets. Telephone and telegraph services, elec- 
tric power, gasoline, radio and television sets, consumer durable 
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goods, and a large proportion of the country’s food were all sup- 


plied by United States business. Gangsters, gamblers, and shady | / 


operators of all kinds invaded Havana from New York, Chicago, , 
and Miami and turned it into a preserve and amusement park of . 
the American underworld, Consecutive dictators closely connect- 
‘ed with United States business interests, participating directly or 
through stooges in a multitude of crooked deals promoted by 
Yankee speculators, acted as United States Gauleiters in Cuba 
and were at the beck and call of the American Ambassador. As 
Mr. Kennedy nostalgically remarked in his last TV debate with 
Mr. Nixon, the Ambassador holding office in Havana in 1957 
told him during his visit that he, the Ambassador, was “the 
second most powerful man in Cuba.” The Ambassador under- 
stated his position. 

Small wonder that under such circumstances anti- Yankee 
sentiment was rife in the broad masses of the Cuban people who 
watched American corporations derive immense profits from 
their Cuban investments, who observed American executives and 
their retainers live in indescribable luxury in air-conditioned 
palaces, and who could not help attributing the prevailing pov- 
erty and underutilization of human and material resources to the 
country’s colonial position. And it was inevitable that the hatred 
of Yankee domination was not confined to the lower classes but 
made deep inroads into the ranks of the middle and upper bour- 
geoisie, which—if not directly or indirectly in the service of 
American capital—had to bear the brunt of United States eco- 
nomic competition, and had to suffer the chronic humiliation of 
being second class citizens in their own country. To be sure, this 
spirit of national indignation was far from being a spirit of revolt. 
As is usual with most bourgeois nationalism, it was ambivalent. 
On the one hand, it was dampened by the fear of the neighboring 
American colossus and a strong sense of helplessness in dealing 
with the United States. On the other hand, it was crippled by 
the apprehension that the masses, once aroused by an anti- 
imperialist, nationalist action might “overshoot the mark,” and 
turn it into a social revolution directed not merely against for- 
eign, but also against native exploiters. The flood of American 
anti-Communist propaganda in the years of the cold war has 
greatly contributed to strengthening this apprehension in the 
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circles of the national bourgeoisie. The result was an amalgam 
of hatred, fear, and frustration leading in turn to an attitude 
favoring both sporadic encouragement of the opposition as well 
as meek compromises on all essential issues. That nothing in 
Cuba can be done without, let alone against, Washington, was 
as much the ultimate wisdom of the “mature” spokesmen of the 
bourgeoisie, as the insistence that “something must be done’”-was 
characteristic of its so-called liberal wing. 

The situation changed to some extent during the later years 
of the Batista dictatorship, and this brings us to the second factor 
accounting for the success of the Cuban revolutionary move- 
ment. For the criminality, corruption, and cruelty of that regime, 
exceptional even by Latin American standards, greatly strength- 
ened the oppositional tendencies even among the most conserva- 
tive elements of the Cuban bourgeoisie. That Washington did 
nothing to curb, let alone remove Batista, that as high-ranking 
an American dignitary as Vice-President Nixon on a visit to 
Havana commended his administration’s “stability and effici- 
ency,” added fuel to the fire of anti-Yankee sentiment. Thus 
nationalism, merging with the acute and nearly universal revul- 
sion against the increasingly terroristic and increasingly predatory 
Batista tyranny, gave rise to a general political atmosphere of 
tolerance and even sympathy towards all attempts to rid the 
country of the insufferable yoke. 

This consensus on the urgency of a political change led to 
the neutralization of large segments of the Cuban middle class 
during the early phases of the revolutionary struggle. And there 
can hardly be any doubt, I think, that this neutralization played 
a decisive role in the success of the revolution. It provided the 
revolutionary movement with invaluable support of various 
kinds: money, contacts, information, places of refuge from Ba- 
tista’s persecution. It greatly facilitated the recruitment of stu- 
dents and professional people for the revolutionary cause. What 
is probably most important, it created a climate in the country 
in which the morale of the Batista army became increasingly 
shaky and eventually collapsed. It was the breakdown of Batista’s 
army’s morale that enabled hundreds of partisans to score victo- 
ries over thousands of heavily armed government soldiers and 
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to capture (and distribute among the campesinos) their arms 
and their supplies. 

It is against this background of the economic, political, and 
moral bankruptcy of the ancien régime that one has to view the 
emergence of the third factor that determined the success and the 
subsequent course of the Cuban Revolution. That factor is the 

Jeadership given it by Fidel Castro. And while it is impossible to 
say what road a man as extraordinary, as complex, and as gifted 
as Castro would have travelled under other historical circum- 
stances, it is quite certain that it was the particular condition of 
his country as well as the complete disorientation within his own 
class that pushed that scion of a wealthy land-owning family 
in the direction of revolutionary struggle. The state of Cuban 
society under the reign of Batista, however, explains only Castro’s 
first steps in the revolutionary movement and accounts for his 
general philosophy during that first phase. For at the outset, the 
horizon of the Castro movement coincided on the whole with the 
horizon of the broad liberal wing of the Cuban bourgeoisie, with 
the view that a at a political turnover could no longer be postponed, 
with the insight that some economic reforms were indispensable 
if the people of Cuba were to emerge from their misery. Yet if 
Castro’s heroism and dedication played a crucial role in the 
initiation of the 26th of July Movement, it was his genius, his 
integrity, and his miraculous intuition which enabled the Move- 
ment to_transcend the political objectives of a bourgeois coup 
,d’état, and to carry the revolution to its ultimate go: goal—a_social 


transformation of the country. y. Indeed, Castro’s greatness has 
been his complete identification with the Revolution, his capacity 
to grow with it, his ability to grasp its inner logic, his power of 
visualizing its next step, and his masterly skill in interpreting and 
clarifying it to the masses of the Cuban people. And while he 
thus fulfilled the true task of political leadership, it was the 
greatness of the Revolution, the cohesion, dedication, and cour- 
age of the Cuban campesinos which turned Castro’s torch into 
a blazing fire which consumed Batista, imperialism, and capital- 
ism in Cuba. 
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VI 

No mention has been made thus far of the urban workers. 
Indeed, the role played by them in fighting and winning the 
revolutionary battles was small. It would seem that the employed 
segment of the industrial working class remained on the whole 
passive throughout the revolutionary period. Forming the “aristo- 
cratic” layer of the Cuban proletariat, these workers partook of 
the profits of monopolistic business—foreign and domestic—were 
well paid by Latin American standards, and enjoyed a standard 
of living considerably higher than that of the masses of the 
Cuban. people. The fairly strong trade union movement was 
dominated by “business unionism” United States style, and was 
thoroughly permeated by racketeering and gangsterism. The 
Communist Party, although influential among the rank and file, 
was numerically weak, outlawed, and subjected to persecution, 
terror, and assassinations on the part of Batista’s police and 
Batista’s strongmen in the trade union organizations. The CP’s 
policy was therefore extremely cautious. Anxious not to expose 
its meager cadres to physical annihilation, the party was re- 
luctant to engage in overt actions and confined itself for the 
most part to political education and direct trade union activity. 
Anchored primarily in the urban working class and having few 
roots in the countryside, it took almost no part in Castro’s cam- 
pesino movement; only_a handful of Communist Party mem- 
bers joined the rebels i in the Sierra Maestra. 

This “wait and see” attitude of the working class towards 
the 26th of July Movement continued during the first months 
after the Revolution. It was not until the revolutionary govern- 
ment embarked upon nationalization of industrial enterprises 
that industrial workers began giving really active support to the 
Revolution, began to realize its socialist character. Since then, as 
the Revolution moved ever more pronouncedly beyond its orig- 
inal political objectives, and towards the realization of a socialist 
society in Cuba, the labor movement has identified itself to an 
ever increasing extent with Fidel Castro. To be sure, the trade 
unions reproduced on a smaller scale the tensions and differen- 
tiations besetting the nation as a whole. Some right-wing labor 
leaders who at first joined the Revolution have since defected, 
just as have middle class politicians for whom the Revolution 
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was “going too far.” On the other side, “ultra-left” labor politi- 
cians have been grumbling about insufficient benefits accruing 
to labor at the present time, and, imbued by an old syndicalist 
tradition, have threatened or even organized strikes against 
government-owned enterprises. 

The situation was somewhat different in what might be 
called the declassé part of the working class: the unemployed in 
the cities and the large number of those more or less steadily 
engaged in service trades, the tourist industry, and the economy’s 
distributive sector. In these groups there was apparently a con- 
siderable amount of sympathy for the 26th of July Movement, 
which, however, was more akin to the sentiments of the middle 
class than to the enthusiasm for the Revolution on the part of 
the campesinos. Finding no organized expression, it contributed 
nevertheless to the spread of the general atmosphere favorable 
to the revolutionary movement, thus facilitating the activities of 
its underground network and broadening Castro’s popular base 
on the day after the Revolution. 


VII 


And so it came about that Cuba’s Great Revolution follow- 
ed the pattern of a “permanent revolution,” passing ng rapidly 1 from 
_one stage of revolutionary struggle to the next, compressing more 
thai 5 Coat’ of Mammeeal Geeieraient | into the narrow span 
of less than a year, and solving within weeks problems which 
elsewhere and earlier have occupied entire decades. Having 
started as a national, anti-imperialist, political revolution it had 
immediately to cope with the desperate animosity and bitter 
resistance of American imperialism, and was thus forced within 
a few months to enter the next phase and to turn into a social 
revolution. And the social revolution, by its very nature, could 
not but begin immediately to assume a proletarian, socialist 
character. Propelled by rural workers and led by a political 
group deriving its inspirations and its program from the eco- 
nomic and social conditions of the campesinos, the Revolution 
instead of parcelling out land and thus creating more private 
property in the means of production—the characteristic and 
essential feature of a bourgeois revolution—organized at the out- 
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set producers’ cooperatives in agriculture and thus drastically 

reduced the sphere of private property in the countryside. Car- 4 
rying out the universally approved mandate to destroy Batista’s 
tyranny, it confiscated the property of the most notorious and. 
most offensive members of the Batista gang, and thus broke the 
back of the narrow but powerfully entrenched comprador stra- 
tum of the Cuban bourgeoisie. 

And yet, even with the help of hindsight, it cannot be safely 
assumed that the Revolution would have run its full course 
toward the abolition of private property in all the important 
means of production, if it had not been for the powerful catalyst 
provided by the hostility and intransigence of the United States. 
In spite of a hatred of imperialism shared by almost the entire 
nation, it was not until the refusal by American-owned oil com- 
panies to process Soviet oil that the properties of those companies 
were first “intervened” and then nationalized. Nor was it before 
the unilateral abrogation of the Cuban sugar-quota by the _ 

American government, that further American enterprises were 

_ taken over.-And it-was not until the recent general embargo on 
‘Most United States exports to Cuba, that the remainder of 
American business in Cuba was turned into social property. In 
sum, it was the firm, unwavering reaction to American chal- 
lenges, the courageous and uncompromising prosecution of the 
anti-imperialist struggle which ripened, hothouse fashion, the 
fledgling Cuban Revolution and pushed it in the direction of 
economic planning and socialism. 

All this was not “realization of an idea” or execution of a 
previously conceived plan. Quite on the contrary, the Revolution 
groped its way from step to step, moving in response to the chal- 
lenges and necessities of the historical situation, teaching the 
leadership and the masses the categorical imperatives of its own 
development, overcoming all obstacles to its progress, and de- 
stroying in the process its enemies as well as its false friends, the 
counter-revolutionaries as well as the traitors and the weaklings. 
By its experience it confirmed, however, a number of most im- 
portant tenets of the theory of economic and social development. 
It demonstrated once more that in the present age all genuine ef- 
forts at liberation and economic and social advancement of 
colonial and dependent countries grow necessarily into political 
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revolutions and that these political revolutions equally necessarily 
transcend themselves and evolve into social revolutions with a 
socialist content. It corroborated also the fundamental proposi- 
tion that in our time all social revolutions are no longer intra- 
national revolutions, the fate of which is decided by the class 
struggle within nations, but turn immediately into inter-national 
revolutions the outcome of which is determined by the class 
struggle on the international arena, by the relative strength of 
the world’s socialist and imperialist camps. By. 


Vill 


The international setting of the Cuban Revolution has had a 
profound influence on its course. The sharp and undisguised hos- 
tility of the American ruling class toward the social transforma- 
tion in Cuba has accentuated the, anti-imperialist character of the 
Revolution and added to its scope and — “At the same 


The dialectic of the proc process involved is a and deserves 
careful attention. Having administered a crushing defeat to the 
Batista-comprador sector of the Cuban ruling class during the 
winter 1958-1959, the 26th of July Movement took over the 
government of a nearly united nation. With the campesinos and 
the industrial workers on its side, with most of the bourgeoisie 
allied or neutralized, the revolutionary government of Cuba 
faced practically no opposition. That the honeymoon would not 
last forever was foreseeable from the > very outset. At every step 
going beyond its politica , bourgeois-democratic phase the Revo- 
lution necessarily lost some of | the bourgeoisie’s symp pathy and 
_support, And every time a further number of so-called middle- 
of-the-road politicians, intellectuals, and ordinary bourgeois turn- 
ed their back on Fidel Castro, some of his old friends and com- 
rades-in-arms defected, withdrew into private life, or joined the 
counter-revolutionaries in Miami and in Guatemala. Such _ losses 
of _of marginal supporters, of vacillati ing fellow-travellers are in-| 
evitable in every revolution that is running its - its full course. Many 
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leaves fall off before the heart of the artichoke is reached. But 
what has greatly accelerated and sharpened the process of dif- 


ferentiation and polarization within an all but unanimous people 
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in arms is the incessantly present American influence. For 
without the prospect (or hope) of an American intervention, the 
Cuban counter-revolutionaries would not have the slightest 
chance of success. Completely isolated from the people, out of 
step with its aspirations, its struggles, and its achievements, these 
“former people” would have to throw in the sponge, reconcile 
themselves to living in a new society, or emigrate to more con- 
genial parts. Only the ever-present prospect of American marines. 
descending from Guantanamo or of a contingent made up of 
American-trained, American-equipped, and American-transport- 
ed Cubans invading the island from their American-maintained 
bases in Guatemala and Florida has upheld the spirit of the 
counter-revolutionaries, has given them reason to bide their tim 
and to look forward to an opportunity to put the clock back, t 
have an Iran, a Spain, a Guatemala in Cuba. 

There can be no doubt that this continual “re-fueling” of 
the counter-revolutionaries’ morale has done much harm to the 
Cuban Revolution. Without it there would have been no _gueril- 
las in the Escambray; without it there would be no need for 


political repression; without it 200,000 worker and campesino 


militiamen would not need to spend a good part of their time in 
armed vigils in the towns and on the beaches of the country; and 
without it the overworked, overstrained leaders of the Revolution 
could devote themselves singlemindedly to the burning task of 
organizing the national economy rather than live in a permanent 
state of emergency coping all the time with genuine or imaginary 
threats to national security. To be sure, even the ever-present 
danger of an American-promoted counter-revolution has been of 
some advantage to the Cuban Revolution. Although it has led 
some to abandon or to betray it, it has at the same time cemented 
more firmly than would have been possible otherwise the cohe- 
sion, the devotion, and the determination of all the popular, 
anti-imperialist forces in the country. That the words inscribed 
on the banner of the Cuban Revolution are not only “Cuba si, 
Yanqui no” but also “Patria o Muerte” is the contribution of the 
American ruling class to the cause of Cuban liberation. 

The international setting of the Cuban Revolution has also 
another side to it. It is generally sensed in Cuba, and for this 
there is much incontrovertible evidence, that in the absence of a 
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powerful bloc of socialist countries, the Cuban Revolution would 
have been crushed long ago by the forces of imperialism. Indeed, 
the help provided Cuba by the Soviet Union, by China, and by 
the socialist countries of Eastern Europe is immeasurable. Politi- 
cally and morally it assumed vast significance by giving the 
Cubans the strong sense of not being alone, of reassuring them 


SL 


in their desperate, unequal struggle with the American giant. 


“Economically, it tided them over what would undoubtedly have 


developed into a fatal crisis. By supplying them with oil, the 
Soviet Union prevented their remaining suddenly without any 
kind of fuel. By opening their markets to Cuban sugar, the so- 
cialist countries saved Cuba’s most important single industry. By 
granting Cuba credits and shipping to Cuba industrial and agri- 
cultural equipment as well as by dispatching to Cuba experts and 
technicians, they enabled the country to maintain and to begin 
developing its agricultural and industrial economy. 

And this corroborates the crucially important proposition 
that every new arrival in the socialist camp finds the going easier 
than the country which preceded it, that the strength of socialism 


_in the world is cumulative, that socialist “dividends” will become 


more frequent.and more ample as the number and the power of 
‘the socialist countries increase. Just as the cost of modern in- 
dustry and technology was paid for during the Industrial Revo- 
lution by the lives and health and happiness of generations of 
English and Indian and Irish workers and peasants, so the sweep 
of socialism in our time is the fruit of the heroism, endurance, 
and toil of the Russian workers and peasants in the era of the 
Five Year Plans. 


IX 


The Cuban Revolution was born with a silver spoon in its 
mouth. The solidarity and dedication of its people, the isolation, 
political bankruptcy, and moral despicability of its adversaries 
saved the country the administrative chaos and economic turmoil 
that might _haye resulted from a long and destructive civil war. | 
The island is nothing short of a paradisic garden where the fer- 
tility of the soil is such that it is almost possible to harvest with- 
out sowing. The world-renowned French agronomist René Du- 
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mont has estimated that if cultivated as intensively as South 

China, Cuba could feed 50 million people. Under the reign of z 
American corporations, it provided a miserable livelihood for a | A 
small fraction of that number. Many advocates of capitalism, 

while granting the inhumanity and injustice of the capitalist 

system, like to boast about its supreme efficiency. Only a little 

study and reflection is needed to see that this claim has no foun- 

dation even in the most advanced capitalist countries. When it 

comes to Cuba (and other underdeveloped countries), its mon- 

strous absurdity is visible to the naked eye. 


What I have termed elsewhere* “potential economic 
surplus” assumes in Cuba gigantic proportions. Sugar cane grows 
like a weed, and its output could be easily multiplied at minimal 
cost above the low level enforced by the limitations _of the world 
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_— areas of virgin land ideally suited for agriculture 
can be taken into cultivation by investment of moderate amounts 
of capital in bulldozers, tractors, and rural housing. Much of the 
perennial scourge of the Cuban countryside—mass unemploy- 
ment during the tiempo muerte—can be broken up and even- 
tually abolished by diversifying and staggering crops, by using 
idle manpower on construction jobs, by developing processing 
plants for agricultural products and other industries. 


In nearly all the other countries that have gone through a 
socialist revolution and embarked upon a program of rapid 
economic development, shortage of food has been the principal 
obstacle to progress. New industrial enterprises could be more or 
less rapidly established. Some foreign exchange could be found 
to import indispensable machinery. Existing energy sources could 
be made to carry heavier loads. Even unskilled manpower could 
be taught to operate and to service complicated new equipment. 
When it came to agriculture, however, the situation was quite dif- 
ferent. In the absence of unutilized land, increases of agricultural 
output were hard to come by. Technological improvements are 
difficult and sometimes impossible to introduce in the framework 
of subsistence farming and against frequently encountered op- 
position of superstitious and ignorant peasants. And even when 


* The Political Economy of Growth (New York: Monthly Review Press, 
1957) Ch: 2. 
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and where small increases of output were achieved against 
exasperating odds, it often proved impossible to obtain those in- 
crements for urban consumption. In the absence of an adequate 
supply of manufactured consumer goods—itself depending on a 
measure of industrial development or availability of foreign ex- 
change—the peasants, barely eking out a physiological subsistence 
minimum, consumed rather than brought to market whatever 
extra output they were able to produce. 

Cuba miraculously escapes this vicious circle. In a short 
time it can radically increase and diversify its agricultural output. 
It can not only maintain and, if need be, expand its principal 
export crops—sugar, tobacco, coffee—but it can readily produce 
at home the staples which it used to import—rice, corn, cotton, 
vegetable oils, and animal fats, Becoming thus self-sufficient with 
regard to food, it can devote the foreign exchange proceeds of 
its exports to the acquisition of machinery, oil, and those raw ma- 
terials and consumer goods which it is impossible, or at least at 
the present time uneconomical, to produce at home. Being pro- 
duced in large-scale agricultural enterprises and not by a multi- 
tude of subsistence farmers, Cuba’s agricultural product comes 
naturally to market and is available for export and for urban 
consumption and processing. It serves thus directly as a base for 
a program of industrialization, housing, education, and health. 

Enabled in this way to organize an immediate improvement 
of the wretched living conditions of the masses, the Cuban 
Revolution is spared the excruciating but ineluctable compulsion 
that has beset all preceding socialist revolutions: the necessity to 
force a tightening of people’s belts today in order to lay the foun- 
dations for a better tomorrow. Conveying to the people right 
away the benefits of a more rational organization of the social 
economy, giving people now what they crave most—more food, 
more housing, more schools, and more hospitals—the Cuban 
revolutionary government can retain more easily than any pre- 
vious revolutionary regime the loyalty and the support of broad 
popular masses. It can carry out therefore the most far-reaching 
transformation ever accomplished in human history—the transi- 
tion from capitalism to socialism—with a minimum of repres- 
sion and with a minimum of violence, in an atmosphere of free- 
dom and enthusiastic participation of a resurrected nation. 
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X 

Thus far the government of Fidel Castro has fulfilled its d 
historical mandate and has fully grasped and lived up to its | 
unique opportunity. It has initiated an unprecedented burst of 
creative activity in agriculture and got under way a vast program 
of expansion and diversification of agricultural output. It has 
brilliantly perceived the peculiarities and the necessities of Cuba’s 
road to socialism, and proceeded at an early stage to organize 
producers’ cooperatives and large state farms in the countryside. 
Sensitive and responsive to the vital needs of the people, it has 
embarked on a comprehensive campaign of housing construction, 
slum clearance, and school building. Inspired by’and inspiring a 
tremendous outburst of dormant popular energies, it has put the 
army, the slum-dwellers, the unemployed on the job of building 
houses, school cities, farms, roads, and hospitals, 

It certainly cannot be said as yet that the Revolution has 
completed its task, that everything is now under control and that 
Cuba from now on can advance undisturbed on its way to a, 
better and richer society. Such might have been and still might — 
be the case in the absence of harassment and threat from the — 
United States. As matters stand, however, the situation is most 

precarious, and the difficulties and dangers confronting the 
Cuban Revolution are numerous and serious. First and foremost, 
there is obviously the possibility of direct or indirect military 
action on the part of the United States. The dilemma faced by 
the policy makers in Washington is genuine and serious. The 
Cuban Revolution exercises an irresistible magnetism and con- 
stitutes a source of encouragement and hope to all the peoples 
of Latin America, whose economic, social, and political condition 
is the same as or worse than that prevailing in Cuba before the 
Revolution. Too much is at stake for American corporations, too 
important are the interests involved, to tolerate a victory of the 
Cuban people, And yet simply to use the iron fist and to crush 
_ the Cuban Revolution is a very risky course of action at the pres- 
ent time. Not only must the power of the Soviet Union and the 
socialist bloc be reckoned with but also the intrinsic brittleness of 
all American alliances and dependencies in the so-called “free 
world.” What is more, who is to say whether the wave of revul- 
sion and hostility against the United States that would inevitably 
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sweep all of Latin America in the event of American aggression 

against Cuba would not do even more harm to American cor- 

porate interests than the survival of the Cuban Revolution? The 

“compromise” apparently arrived at in Washington seems to be 

an attempt to strangle the Cuban Revolution economically, com- 
“bined with a systematic build-up in Guatemala and elsewhere of _ , 

a Cuban counter-revolutionary force for an eventual invasion of 
_ Cuba. I think that the first part of this program—economic 
sanctions culminating in a de facto suppression of all American- 
Cuban trade—is doomed to failure. No doubt it is causing and 
will cause in the future many frictions and dislocations in the 
Cuban economy, but none of these difficulties threatens to be 
such that it could not be overcome by the Cuban government in 
cooperation with the socialist bloc. Yet the slimmer the chances 
of Cuba’s succumbing under economic pressures, the larger the 
danger of an accelerated realization of the second part of the 
scheme: armed invasion aiming at the establishment of a “free” 
Cuban administration on Cuban soil and the overthrow of the 
revolutionary government. It would be idle to speculate on the 
purely military problems involved; but it is quite certain that 
what was feasible in Iran and in Guatemala would prove impos- 
sible in Cuba. There is neither an army holding effective power 
and ready at any time to stab in the back the civilian govern- 
ment, nor is there a subdued helpless population forced to accept 
passively whatever happens around the presidential palace. Two 
hundred thousand workers and campesinos under arms would 
turn such an invasion into a civil war, and it hardly needs adding 
that a repetition of Spain today could easily bring about a global 
holocaust. 

By comparison with this life-and-death question, all the 
other problems facing the Cuban government seem to be almost 
trivial. On the social and political side there is the big open 
problem of Cuba’s future political life, and of the mechanism 
assuring both a socialist and a democratic evolution of Cuban 
society. Having successfully smashed the principal pillar of the 
ancien régime—its military establishment—the Revolution has 
also disposed of the phony parliamentary institutions which 
for years have been covering up the dictatorship of American 
capital and its Cuban retainers. There can be no doubt about 
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the wisdom of the Revolutionary Government’s refusal to call 
_a parliamentary election at the 2 present ti time. Such an election 
‘would serve not merely to revive what has become a defunct 
and compromised institution, but also to enable the counter- 
revolutionary forces to integrate and to organize themselves un- 
der the guise of a political party operating within the framework 
of the new, socialist Cuba. Social revolutions are never carried 
out by elections, and it is to Fidel Castro’s everlasting credit that 
he has escaped the pitfall of “parliamentary cretinism.” Equally 
wise and timely was the decision of the Revolutionary Govern- 
ment to reorganize drastically the judiciary and to substitute . 
judges accepting the revolution for the guardians of the old 
order. 

But while all this is based at the present time on direct 
democracy in action, on the people’s unlimited confidence~ in 
and affection for Fidel Castro, the time is not too distant when 
it will become indispensable to create and develop institutions 
essential to the normal-functioning of a a democratic, socialist 
__ society, Whether such institutions will be direct popular assem- 
plies of the Swiss cantonal type (which would not be impossible 
in a country as small as Cuba) or whether they will assume the 
form of campesinos’ and workers’ councils resembling the Soviet 
pattern is immaterial. What is important is that_some system of 
democratic representation and control should evolve in the near 
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“future. Nor will it be possible to maintain indefinitely the loose, 
“amorphous constitution of the 26th of July Movement. That 
will have to crystallize itself into a cohesive, closely knit organi- 
zation serving as the regularly functioning link between the 
broad masses of the working people and their socialist govern- 
ment. 

On the economic side there is the necessity to streamline 
the government’s economic administration and to work out and 
carry through a well considered plan of economic development. 
There is the urgent need to recruit and train suitable cadres for 
industry, agriculture, and the civil service—to replace those who 
have left the country, as well as to satisfy the economy’s new 
and ever-growing requirements. In conjunction with this there 
is the huge task of reorganizing the country’s system of higher 
education, of finding a sufficient number of competent instruc- 
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tors to produce a new generation of physicists, chemists, agrono- 
mists, engineers, physicians, statisticians, and school teachers. 
There are the pressing claims of the unemployed and of those 
who have been losing their livelihood as a result of the disap- 
pearance of American tourism and of a vast shift in the coun- 
try’s foreign trade. 

But all of these are manageable problems and all of them 
can be dealt with rationally given peace and given time—in par- 
ticular if the government is permitted to concentrate on their 
solution. Given peace and given time! Whether the Cuban 
people will have the good fortune of getting both or whether 
they will have to go through an ordeal of a devastating civil war 
no one, I am afraid, can safely predict. All that can be hoped 
for is that the American ruling class will be able to avoid the 
crime and the folly of another Suez, perhaps to be followed by 
the agonies of another Algeria, and that the heroic workers and 
campesinos of Cuba will be able to continue their magnificent 
forward movement guided by the courage, the wisdom, and the 
genius of Fidel Castro. 


XI 


During the last few days, the hearts and minds of all those 
to whom the cause of progress and freedom is not a matter of 
lip service but a deep commitment have been going out in 
anguish, concern, and sympathy to the heroic workers and cam- 
pesinos of Cuba. During the last few days, the dagger which 
has been held in the hands of counter-revolutionary gangs as- 
sembled and trained in Louisiana and Florida, in Guatemala 
and Nicaragua —that dagger was thrust into the flesh of the 





A talk given over Radio Station KPFA in Berkeley, California on April 
21st, 1961. 
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Cuban people. This operation was preceded by a number of 
other operations: bombers flew over Cuba dropping bombs on 
civilians, killing men, women, and children; destroying factories 
and dwellings; blowing up bridges and setting afire vital sup- 
plies. Acts of arson were perpetrated in which hundreds of thou- 
sands of tons of sugar were burned, in which stocks of other 
commodities were wrecked, in which fruits of Cuban labor were 
ruined. This sequence of operations was sponsored, promoted, 
and_rendered possible by the government of the United States. 
The dagger was supplied by by the American ‘government, the 
bombers were supplied by the American n government, and so 
‘were the bombs. This has been recognized everywhere, in this 
country and in the rest of the world, and to quote one source 
from many, I may refer to Business Week (April 15th, 1961) 
where it is explicitly stated: “President Kennedy has decided 
to give active U.S. support to Cuban insurgents in their mount- 
ing effort to topple the Communist-dominated regime of Fidel 
Castro. The President made a firm decision to do this about a 
month ago. His decision is a marked departure from the previ- 
ous policy of relying on economic sanctions and diplomatic 
encirclement to bring about the collapse of Castro.” 

Whatever one may think about this policy adopted by Pres- 
ident Kennedy in terms of political wisdom, there cannot be the 
slightest doubt that the sequence of operations undertaken from 
American soi! with the help of the United States government 
constitutes a criminal offense under international law — however 
“interpreted or construed. ‘T The government of the United States, 
which makes so much of its adherence to international law and 
which never misses an occasion to admonish other governments 
to respect the canons of that law, has broken it in the most fla- 
grant fashion. Article 15 of the Charter of the Organization of 
American States to which the United States government has sub- 
scribed, with the advice and consent of the Senate, reads as 
follows: “No state or group of states has the right to intervene, 
directly or indirectly, for any reason whatever, in the internal 
or external affairs of any other state. The foregoing principle 
prohibits not only armed force but also any other form of inter- 
ference or attempted threat against the personality of the state or 
against its political, economic and cultural elements.” ‘The word- 
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ing of the Neutrality Act which is on the statute books of the 
United ie is different. What it stipulates, however, is exactly 
the pointer aia : 
The question naturally arises, why were these crimes com- 
mitted? The answer is given in a White Paper of the United 
States Department of State —released on April 4th and pub- 
lished in full in The New York Times. This paper, written in 
close collaboration with President Kennedy by Professor Arthur 
M. Schlesinger, Jr., of Harvard University, gives the reason for 
our policy towards Revolutionary Cuba. And this reason boils 
down to a very simple proposition: the United States is com- 
mitted to resist by all means at its disposal any revolution on ino 


Latin America, and presumably elsewhere, which transcends 


the limits of a bourgeois revolution. Any revolution. which goes 
_ beyond certain n_ political reforms, which goes beyond certain in- _ 
stitutional changes which ‘might strengthen _parliamentary’ gov- 
ernment or something resembling parliamentary government, 
any revolution hick: goes further — toward socialism —is a 
revolution which the United States sets itself up to fight to the 
bitterend. Aiud 3: cites sir 
Mr. Schlesinger commends certain accomplishments of, the 
Cuban Revolution such as schools built, medical clinics estab- 
lished, new housing, the opening up of beaches and resorts to 
the people, the elimination of graft and corruption in the gov- 
ernment; but he very carefully omits all reference to such 
reforms as the ‘nationalization ‘Of factories, the formation of col- 
lective farms, the organization ofa planned economy, the great | 
effort to free the country from its pernicious dependence or on one | 
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crop, sugar — all measures which_are indispensable to genuine 


progress and genuine development of Cuba’s economy and-so- 


“ciety. ‘He states that Castro has interfered with the middle 


classes in Cuba, and that after having suppressed the middle 


classes, he has struck down elements in organized labor. How 
could he have nationalized the means of production and started 
to organize a socialist planned economy without harming the 
interests of the bourgeoisie? And those who know what elements 
in organized labor were struck down in Cuba, know also that 
these were elements of gangsterism, elements of so-called ‘“‘busi- 
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ness unionism” that 1 t_ were ¢ infesting t the body of C of Cuba’s a’s organized 
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labor, These were elements which any healthy labor movement 
would wish to be rid of at the earliest possible opportunity. 
In the entire White Paper, which is full of solicitude for the 
Cuban people’s freedom and advancement, there is nowhere a ref- 
erence to the workers and campesinos of Cuba. There is nowhere 
a reference to the immense progress that has been achieved in only 
two years in the living and working conditions, in the elimina- 
tion of unemployment, in the struggle against illiteracy, in all 
aspects of life — not of the Cuban middle class, but of the vast 
majority of the Cuban people. President Kennedy in his reply 
to Mr. Khrushchev considers the fact that 100,000 Cubans have 
left Cuba since the Revolution to be one of the most telling 
indictments of the Cuban Revolution. Has there ever been a 
_revolution-in_which certain elements were not dispossessed, in 
which certain groups did not choose to emigrate, in which cer-_ 
_tain-strata-of the population did not turn into counter-revolu- 


tionaries? What is the meaning of the word “revolution” if no one 


is dethroned, if no one is thrown out of power and wealth and 
status? If none of these things occur, why speak of révolution? 
~The United States Department of State has proclaimed itself 
to be the supreme judge of what kind of revolution is conducive 
to a country’s welfare and what kind is not. The Department 
of State is to decide from now on which revolution is good 
which is bad. And any revolutions that are bad — bad phpiae 
harmful to American national interests as they are interpreted 
by the Department of State—the government of the United 
States is determined to suppress. 

It would be worthwhile for those who are not accustomed 
to thinking in historical terms to take a glance at some history 
books and to realize what the reaction was to the American 
Revolution at the time it took place. Let me present to you 
a few references on that subject: “The Revolution had been 
stirred up by a few crafty men who had played upon the igno- 
rance and the passions of the mob; by a handful of conspirators 
was the ‘draught designed to cheat the crowd and fascinate 
mankind.’ And these conspirators were ‘an infernal, dark-design- 
ing group of men... obscure, pettifogging attorneys, bankrupt 
shopkeepers, outlawed smugglers .. . wretched banditti... the ref- / 
use and dregs of mankind’.” (Charles A. Beard and Mary R. 
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Beard, The Rise of American Civilization, 1937, P. 269.) This __ 
combatants at the time of the American Revolution. How does 

~~ this compare with what Messrs. Berle, Schlesinger & Company, 
and even the President of the United States, have to say about 
Fidel Castro? 

But the main accusation which is made against the Cuban 
Revolution is that it is an “alien product,” that it receives 
support from abroad. Professor Schlesinger makes a lot of the fact 
that the Cuban Revolution represents an inroad of forces which 
are “alien to the inter-American system.’ Let me submit to you 
another passage from the standard work of the Beards: “It is 
difficult to believe that the Congress could have staggered 
through the Revolution, if it hadn’t procured such generous 
financial assistance from the government at Paris.” This state- 

“ment referring to the American Revolution can be found on 
p. 242 of The Rise of Amevican Civilization. 

This, however, does not exhaust Professor Schlesinger’s 
mighty assault on the Cuban Revolution. ‘The Cuban Revolu- 
tion is something which he is determined to see destroyed be- 
cause it has not been carried out by a process of free elections. 
Quite an historian he who believes that revolutions are carried 
out by elections! For a revolution is precisely an upset in the_ 


existing constitutional or gov ernmental process, an upset ‘which 

~ — by definition — cannot be carried out within the framework of 
the constitutional or or gove vernmental process which it sets out to. 
destroy. And with reference to this point I would like to men- 
tion a further passage from the Beards’ work (p. 257): “It would 
be conservative to say that, as far as balloting was a measure of 
popular support, not more than one third of the adult white 
males in America ever set the seal of their approval on the Revo- 
lution ‘by voting for its committeemen and delegates.” © Bee oF 
——Let us put it - blunty: the White Paper is disingenuous. 
The White Paper is an absolutely hopeless attempt to disguise 
a very simple proposition. And this proposition is that what 
our government is setting out to defend, cost what it may, — 


hot th ihe process. of ‘free aRUoe, not democratic om, not_ 


civil liberties of any kind. What c our government is setting out 


to defend is private propel rty in the means of production. “What 
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our government is setting out to defend in this hemisphere, 
under the name of the inter-American system, is the American, 
empire exploited by American corporations. If Wewant Mistorical 
evidence for this proposition, such evidence is amply available. 
The United States government has never gone out of its way 
to overthrow any Latin American dictators, nor has it made 
any efforts to upset Mr. Franco in Spain, Mr. Salazar in Pot Portugal, 
or any of the tyrannical sheikhs maintaining slavery in the Near _ 
East. But remember what happened when a few years ago the 
Republic of Guatemala put Mr. Arbenz into power — by means 
of a most democratic, most orderly, parliamentary election. Mr. 
Arbenz began transcending the limits of a bourgeois regime, he 
began tampering with bourgeois institutions. Mr. Arbenz pro- 
ceeded to enact a genuine agrarian reform. And in the process 
of so doing he interfered with the interests of the United Fruit 
_ Corporation. At that point h he was declared to be ‘“‘subversive,”’ 

~ at that point t the United States § government went. into action to _ 
overthrow Mr. Arbenz’s democratically elected administration, at 
that point the CIA “elected” a new government for Guatemala 
which promptly cancelled all of Mr. Arbenz’s reforms. A similar 
fate befell Dr. Mossadegh in Iran, about whose massive popular 
support there has never been any doubt, as soon as he dared to 
tackle Western oil interests. 

Of course none of this has been or is being done in the name 
of private property. It would be hard to arouse much enthusiasm 
that way. All this has been and is being done in the name of 
democracy and free elections. And to this end an assumption is 
tacitly smuggled in that the only expression of democracy is a 
free election, that democracy and free elections are one and the 
same. In this way, what is actually only one aspect of democracy 
is turned into a fetish; although in many countries and on many 
occasions, free election has meant nothing but plain and un- 
adulterated swindle. What does free election mean in the-Amer- 
4can South, and what is the precise content of a free election 
when the people — as is more and more the case in this country 
in general — are given the choice between six and half-a-dozen? 
What is the significance of a free election in countries where 
opinion is shaped by a corrupt press and corrupt radio and tele- 
vision, where the freedom of the people is in the hands of a 
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corrupt police force, and where the nation as a whole lives 
under the weight of omnipotent vested interests? As if the deci- 
sion of people cannot be expressed by other means than free 
elections — and in certain historical situations, only by other 
means! The Cuban people have, indeed, exercised their privilege 
of freely electing — by fighting and dying in the mountains of 
the Sierra Maestra they have elected a revolutionary, democratic, 
progressive government and have overthrown the bloody tyranny 
of Batista. 

What is more, it so happens that in the last few days the 
Cuban people had another occasion for a free election. For the 
entire invasion enterprise was based on one fundamental as- | 
sumption, that the Cuban people are seething with unrest under 
their “oppressor” Fidel Castro, that the Cuban people want 
nothing more than an opportunity to rise up in arms against 
their new tyrant. To quote Business Week once more, “the main 
hope of an anti-Castro victory depends upon massive defections 
from Castro’s armed forces and militia which number about 
300,000” (April 15th, 1961). These 300,000 militia men and 
women are armed, according to reports published in our press, 
with the most modern weapons; they control the entire country. 
Why didn’t they, workers and campesinos of Cuba, supposedly 
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oppressed and_ miserable under ‘their present re regime, turn their — 
__Weapons a against | their. _oppressors and <p ‘The torch of 
by the ex- Savica men who landed on the soil of Cuba, the 
liberators arrived in the middle of the island. The Cuban people 
were given the historic opportunity of a truly ‘free election. They 
were given t the possibility of making a choice between Mir6 
Cardona and Fidel Castro. All of us know what the-Cuban 
people decided. All of us know how they voted. Making use of 
this opportunity for a free election, they rallied as one man 
behind their democratic, socialist government and threw the 
invaders where they belong: into the garbage can of history. 
The question which arises now is what policy Washington 
will henceforth adopt with regard to Cuba. To this there is as 
yet no obvious answer. I heard over the radio President Ken- 
nedy’s speech today. I haven’t been able to read it as yet. The 
speech seems to be full of ambiguity and vagueness. But one 


34 


REFLECTIONS ON THE CUBAN REVOLUTION 


thing is apparently decided on in administration quarters and 
that is that the fight against the Cuban people should be con- 
tinued, that everything possible should be done to destroy the _ 
Cuban Revolution. The reason which is now given for this deci- 
“sion, a reason which is an addition to those advanced in the 
White Paper, is that Cuba constitutes a threat to the national 
Security of the United States. The utter ludicrousness of this 
‘proposition is so obvious that it hardly calls for comment. The 
six million people who live in Cuba are supposed to represent 
a threat to the security of this mightiest nation in the world! 
On the island of Cuba, in Guantanamo, the United States has 
a naval base. This naval base undisputedly controls all of Cuba. 
Where is then the threat to American security? Has it been 
claimed anywhere that the Soviet Union or any other country 
within or without the hemisphere has been using Cuba as a 
military base? No such claims have come to my attention. Was 
Premier Castro ever asked to commit himself not to allow any 
power to use Cuba as a military base? No such request was ever 
made to my knowledge, although I am convinced that such an 
assurance would be given by Castro for the asking. Is there a 
threat to United States security in the 300,000 Cuban militiamen 
armed with rifles and machine guns? Is there a threat to the 
security of the United States in the 50 or 80 or whatever the 
number may be of fighter planes which are supposedly reaching 
Cuba from Czechoslovakia or some other country in the socialist 
part of the world? Apart from the fact that fighter planes are 
weapons of defense and not of offense, is the military potential 
of the United States such that 80 planes could jeopardize the 
safety of our shores? I don’t think that anyone could honestly 
maintain any of this. I think that to all the other shams this 
sham is a fitting addition. 

But what is and has been an issue all along is the example 
of Fidelismo. The staggering, magnificent success of the Cuban 
Revolution is a source of hope and inspiration to the Latin 
‘American. “people everywhere. What is threatened by Cuba is 
‘not American security. What is threatened by Cuba is what 
President Kennedy and Professor Schlesinger refer to as the 
inter-American system. And the inter-American system is only 
a thinly veiled euphemism for the control of Latin America by 
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United States corporations. What is threatened by Cuba is a 
continual exploitation of Latin American peoples. And _ these 
peoples, inspired by the shining example of Cuba, may decide 
to substitute for President Kennedy’s inter-American system 
another system. A system of freedom, of progress, of socialism. 

This is why Fidelismo has to be crushed. This is the reason 
why no means are considered to be too dirty to be used in the 
effort to strangle the Cuban Revolution. In the light of this, 
what effrontery it is to accuse Fidel Castro and his government 
of procuring weapons from wherever they may be able to get 
them in order to defend their people and their Revolution 
against undisguised aggression! What effrontery it is to cite 
their attempt to defend themselves as a reason for our seeking 
to rape Cuba! Over 100 years ago Karl Marx wrote in his little 
book The Civil War in France the following magnificent sen- 
tence: “All this only proves that the bourgeois of our day 
considers himself the legitimate successor of the baron of old 
who thought every weapon in his own hand fair against the 
plebeian, while in the hands of the plebeian a weapon of any 
kind constituted in itself a crime.” This is the spirit of our 
present government. This is the spirit of the New Frontier. 
And it is to a policy in this spirit that people who consider 
themselves intellectuals—Messrs. Berle, Schlesinger, Rostow and 
the like—lend their support and their talents. 
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A major fiasco in the life of an individual or in the history 
of a nation may have a redeeming aspect. It may offer an oppor- 
tunity for a re-evaluation of the philosophy which underlay the 
course that led to the disaster, an occasion for a re-examination 
of the fallacies that were believed, and for a study of the mis- 
takes and errors that were committed. Looked at from this stand- 
point, the news that has been forthcoming from Washington in 
the course of the last couple of weeks sounds anything but 
encouraging. The process of soul-searching that is reported to 
be taking place in the White House and in other government 
agencies doesn’t seem to refer to the basic philosophy of the 
Kennedy administration. It refers, rather, to the methods by 
which those policies were implemented, to the technicalities 
which were employed in their execution. In actual fact, the 
President himself has announced in a major speech, which he 
delivered immediately after the Cuban debacle, that the cold 
war will be conducted henceforth with increased vigor; and in 
making this declaration, he proclaimed that the struggle will 
be carried on “regardless of the cost and regardless of the peril.” 
So belligerent, so aggressive were the statements made by Mr. 
Kennedy that The Wall Street Journal felt prompted to remark 
that the President ‘‘has laid down a line which bears a remark- 
able resemblance to the foreign philosophy of Senator Barry 
Goldwater, the Arizona arch-conservative.’”’ What is more, the 
President went out of his way to rally behind that “line” the 
support of General MacArthur and former President Hoover, 
of Mr. Truman and General Eisenhower, not to speak of Mr. 
Nixon. In this way Mr. Kennedy seeks to create an impression 
of national unity behind his policy of an intensified cold war, 
of a more vigorous, more brutal struggle against socialism. 

I cannot now go into the major question of the rationale of the 
cold war, nor can I discuss the vital problem whether this drummed- 
up national unity in the struggle against socialism corresponds 


A talk given over Radio Station KPFA in Berkeley, California on May 4th, 
1961. 
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to the interests of the American people. Much as I would like 
to, I cannot now examine the proposition that it is the mission 


of the American people to serve as the world’s gendarme ne guarding 
__private property wherever it may be threatened by social revo- 


~ lution. It is equally impossible to deal with the very serious 
“doubt that should arise in everybody’s mind as to what contri- 
bution we make to human development and advancement by 
turning every social revolution into a civil war, by making 
every social revolution a violent one, by provoking repression 
and terror where repression and terror had been conspicuously 
absent — as in the case of Cuba. All of these major points must 
be left aside because of shortage of time. What I would like to 
draw to your attention now are two issues which are as impor- 
tant as they are specific and immediate. 

The first one is, what will be the policy of the United States 
government toward Cuba in the immediate future? Even before 
April 17th, President Kennedy announced that under no circum- 
stances would American military forces be employed against 
Cuba or American soil be permitted to be used as a jumping off 
place for an invasion of Cuba. We know now that those words 
were nothing but a legalistic smoke screen behind which the 
invasion of Cuba was pe prepared, behind which_ the in- 


government agencies. As “the Raaton ‘Economist states in its 


April 29th issue, “it is admitted that this was an American oper- 


ation over which the President had control.” His statement, 
“therefore, that under no circumstances would American forces 
be employed was, to put it mildly, disingenuous —a statement 
that covered up rather than illuminated what was actually going 
on. Now Secretary of State Rusk has made a statement before 
the Latin American Subcommittee of the Senate of which Sen- 
ator Morse is the chairman, in which he repeated the earlier 
announcement of the President reiterating that American forces 
would not be employed against Cuba. In his words: “No direct 
intervention in Cuba is being contemplated.” The question that 
obviously arises is, what is being contemplated with regard to 
Cuba. 

One thing has apparently been decided, that Operation 
Cuba should from now on be conducted not as a private United 
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States venture but as a joint enterprise of all American states. 
The Organization of American States is to be mobilized and 
made the father of a renewed assault against Cuba. Its members 
are to be bribed and cajoled and frightened into accepting 
Washington’s “leadership.” The President threatened that should 
the Latin American countries refuse to cooperate in an effort 
to suppress Castro in Cuba, the United States will “go it alone.” 
Meanwhile the Latin American governments are to be worked 
on to assure their compliance. Their participation at the present 
time is apparently most doubtful. The conference of the foreign 
ministers of the American states, scheduled time and again, has 
been cancelled once more because the Latin American govern- 
ments are not in line with what Mr. Kennedy wants them to do. 

The reason for this reluctance of the Latin American gov- 
ernments to get involved in a Cuban adventure is very simple: 
the opposition to an anti-Castro campaign is very strong all 
over Latin America — very much stronger than our press would 
lead us to believe. It has to be pointed out at this stage that 
the Kennedy administration is in very serious danger of repeat- 
ing all over Latin America an error which may be as disastrous as 
the one which led to the invasion of Cuba. Even if Mr. Kennedy’s 
ambassadors should succeed by hook or crook in aligning the 
Latin American governments behind his policy against Castro, 
it should be seriously considered whether such an alignment 
would be worth the paper on which it might be recorded. The 
only assumption on which the adventure in Cuba made any 
sense at all was that the Cuban people were opposed to Castro 
and were ready to rise on the first available occasion to over- 
throw his “tyranny.” This assumption has proved to be fallacious 
as all of those who scCinie eatctbic ing about Cuba hav have predicte > predicted, — 
Whether it was C. Wright Mills, or whether it was Paul Sweezy 
and Leo Huberman, or whether it was myself — all of those who 
have visited Cuba and studied the Cuban Revolution have been 
writing and saying on many occasions that the people of Cuba 
were enthusiastic supporters of their revolutionary government. 
Now this finding has been empirically verified by the CIA and 
its agents, and the opposite stories fabricated by the Cuban refu- 
gees have been proven to be nothing but figments of their wish- 
ful imaginations. — 
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Is the government in Washington now going to repeat its 
earlier error, as it were, in reverse? Is it going to take the word 
of its various Latin American client governments to be the 
expression of the will of their peoples? Mr. Kennedy should 
know better than that by now; he should know enough to take 
the words of Latin American rulers for what they are — expres- 
sions of their class interests, of their mortal fear of their own 
nations. This warning should be heeded, because if it is dis- 
regarded, as the warnings concerning Cuba were, the policy of 
the United States is headed for an even larger disaster than that 
which occurred in the Bay of Pigs. 

Regardless of what CIA operatives and Messrs. Berle, Schle- 


- se 


singer, and Rostow pick up in the cocktail. lounges ~ of Latin 


ee 


_American capitals, President Kennedy would be well advised 
to try to. comprehend the real situation in Latin America. This 
real situation is the abysmal misery prevailing in those countries, 
the complete fiasco of all the “development” programs that have 
been undertaken thus far, and the putter. bankruptcy. of their 
ee aes peoples, And what Mr. ‘Kennedy ‘should understand 
is that Fidelismo is indeed the first ray of hope which has en- 
tered the horizon of the Latin American peoples, a ray of hope 
in an otherwise hopeless world. In fighting Fidelismo our gov- 
ernment fights against the future, fights all that the Latin Amer- 
ican masses live and strive for. The sooner the United States 
abandons this ignominious struggle, the sooner the United States 
accepts the fact that with all other colonial empires, the Ameri- 
can empire is bound to collapse in this century of national libera- 
tion, the greater are the chances of the world’s and this country’s 
survival. Obstinacy on this issue would inescapably lead to 
catastrophe. 

And this brings me to the other point I wanted to discuss 
with you tonight. The President took the position in his speech 
to the newspaper editors that in its struggle against world 
socialism the United States will not feel bound by international 
treaties and obligations. Mr. Nixon put the matter in very simple 
terms by saying that some legal pretext has to be found for 
doing whatever is required. Mr. Kennedy announced that treaty 
obligations should not be treated as an excuse for inaction, and 
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Business Week (of April 29th), explains that “in the process, 
the U.S. could run afoul of the legal niceties of the United 
Nations and inter-American pledges against nonintervention.” 
Now if this position should actually become the official line of 
our government, if Washington should adopt the view that the 
United Nations Charter, the statute of the Organization of the 
American States, and all the international commitments that go 
with them, that all of these are nothing but scraps of paper to 
be torn to pieces as soon as what the administration considers 
to be in the national interest demands it — then I submit that 
the United States government is officially renouncing foreign 
policy in favor of the law of the jungle. How can we conceivably 
expect with this atetude to arrive at any settlement of interna- 
tional problems, at any agreements which would reduce the 
threat of a thermonuclear holocaust? How can we conceivably 
expect to succeed in the present negotiations concerning an 
atom test ban and disarmament, if we say in advance that what- 
ever “legal niceties” such treaties may contain, will be of no 
relevance to us if and when we decide that our national interest 
demands their disregard and repudiation? If this course should 
be followed, if international policy should be given up in favor 
of unilateral power politics, then it should be entirely clear that 
what we are moving toward is not an intensified cold war but 
an inevitable world war. 

In other words, the issue now is not whether the cold war 
should be continyed. The issue now is not whether the defense 







of capitalist institutions against the advance of socialism should — 


remain the paramount principle of American foreign policy. ‘The 
issue which Cuba has brought to the fore is whether the defense 
of these institutions and the struggle against socialism are to 
be driven to the point of a world war with all the consequences 
that such a war would inevitably entail. The United States 
government has continually insisted, and the American press 
has continually reiterated, that the foreign policy of the United 
States is based on respect for international law. What is to be- 
come of this assertion? Is it to be proven to be another link in 
the long chain of shams that make up the ideology of the ruling 
class? Now that the class struggle has moved on to the arena 
of international relations and is no longer merely an internal 
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struggle within nations, international law is apparently follow- 
ing the fate of all law: it becomes merely a tool in the hands 
of the dominant class to be used and to be thrown away at 
its convenience. The only difference, but a difference which 
ought to be seriously pondered, is that in the case of disregard 
of domestic law, the consequences may be relatively minor. 
Domestic riots, unrest, and even revolutions can be and often 
have been suppressed—at least temporarily—by the armed forces 
of the Establishment. In the case of disregard of international 
law, particularly at the present time when the capitalist class 
is not the only one to wield power, the consequences may be 
fatal, may be nothing short of an international atomic con- 
flagration. , 

The decision which the Washington administration has to 
make at the present time is either to face the realities of the 
world in the process of national and social revolution or to 
adopt, perhaps irrevocably, the policy of the iron fist. If the 
latter course is chosen then, indeed, all of Latin America has 
to be forced to do whatever the State Department wants it to do, 
then each and every country on the face of the earth has to be 
put on notice that the United States will carry out its designs 
regardless of the will of the rest of the world, that the United 
States is prepared to fight everywhere where capitalism is threat- 
ened — “regardless of the cost and regardless of the peril.” 

Is there any chance that such a policy could succeed? In 
my opinion the chance is exactly zero. We are undoubtedly able 
to intervene militarily in Cuba, to bomb that island out of 
existence, destroy Castro, and ruin all the achievements of the 
Cuban people. But in return we are going to get another Algeria, 
another decade of bitter guerrilla warfare in which we won’t be 
any more able to win than the French are able to win in Africa, 
or were able to win in Indo-China. And what we are going to 
get in the rest of Latin America is exactly the same. Guerrillas 
fighting in the mountains and in the hills, thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands of casualties with no conceivable hope for 
an ultimate “stabilization” of an order that flies in the face of 
all the needs and all the aspirations of the people. The only 
answer that the learned pundits in Washington have come up 
with thus far is to train our own guerrillas, to match the revo- 
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lutionary fighters with our specialists in counter-revolution. If 
all this weren’t so tragic, it would be truly comical. Our guerril- 
las are supposed to fight armed peasants and workers who enjoy 
immense popular support, who speak the language of their 
peoples, who express their peoples’ innermost wants and hopes! 
Our guerrillas are supposed to hide in villages and hamlets — 
on instructions from Washington and in order to prevent the 
peasants living in those villages and hamlets from seizing the 
land which they have been coveting for generations! Whoever 
thought up this brilliant idea, how much less could he have 
understood the nature, the internal make-up, the motives and 
the driving forces of a revolution? 

But it could be asked here, what is our alternative? Our 
alternative is undoubtedly an extremely difficult one to swallow 
for all those who cannot develop the slightest sense of historical 
perspective, who cannot comprehend at all the basic character- 
istic of the present epoch. This basic characteristic is that our 
century is the century of the liberation of the oppressed peoples. 


This is the century in which colonialism is being liquidated and__ 


in which economic development of underdeveloped countries is 


‘proceeding by leaps and bounds — everywhere it is breaking 


through the stranglehold, the fetters and constraints imposed "Y 
the existence of the capitalist system. For one fact, I think, 

“undeniable: capitalism has dismally failed as a possible leis 
work for a rapid development of underdeveloped countries. And 
the peoples of those countries recognize this fact with ever in- 
creasing clarity. From all the reports which one gets from Latin 
America as well as from other countries — including India — it 
becomes abundantly clear that the capitalist system cannot pro- 
dluce_inthose-countries the type of growth and the rates of 


_growth which are required if they are to emerge from their state 


_of misery and backwardness. Are we going to insist on their 
sticking to the system of capitalist institutions and on their 
sacrificing all possibilities of growth on the altar of private 
property? If we do, we are undoubtedly going to have allies — 
the ruling classes of the backward countries that oppose all 
change and fear nothing more than the social revolution. In 
insisting on this — regardless of cost and regardless of peril — we 
will share the fate of those allies and become hated and despised 
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by the masses of people everywhere. And in the end we will 
suffer, again together with those allies, the same kind of fiasco 
that befell us in Cuba in the company of our puppet Miré 
Cardona. Are we to go from one place to another, trying to 
stamp out popular revolutions here, there, and everywhere, 
seeking to shore up a bankrupt, corrupt, and retrograde system? 

It could be objected at this point that it is impossible to 
expect an American government, a government which is dedi- 
cated to the preservation of capitalism and which is dominated 
by capitalist interests, to do anything but struggle for the pres- 
ervation of capitalism, to do anything but fight the development 
of socialism. This is undoubtedly true, and I have never been 
one of those who believe that one can induce a government of 
a Capitalist country to aid, abet—or, for that matter, not to 
oppose — socialism. And I do not consider it to be my function 
to advise a capitalist government how best to obstruct the ad- 
vancement of socialism. But what I do consider to be my func- 
tion as well as the function of every decent person today, is to 
do everything possible to prevent such a government from com- 
mitting the ultimate crime of plunging the world into the 
catastrophe of of global war for the sake of the _ preservation of 


~ the capitalist system. _ 

Such a world catastrophe can be, must be, and will be 
avoided if the government of the United States begins to com- 
prehend that in addition to breaking there is also the possibility 
of bending; that in addition to standing still like a rock, there 
is also the possibility of trying to find some accommodation to 
the great landslide that is sweeping the world. Britain has, after 
all, been able to relinquish a great deal of its empire, and as a 
result — paradoxically enough — the British capitalists have been 
able to salvage a great deal of their colonial possessions and 
investments. What the British ruling class has understood is 
that it is a wiser course to leave five minutes before one is thrown 
out, rather than to insist on the ultimate showdown the outcome 
~ of which is beyond doubt. The comparison between the conduct 
“of the British ruling class in India and the conduct of the 
French ruling class in Indo-China and Africa is as striking as 
it should be instructive. This comparison indicates not that the 
British government has turned socialist — far from it! — it indi- 
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cates merely that the British ruling class has developed a sense 
of what cannot be helped, that the British ruling class would 
rather survive as long as possible than go under in the flames of 
a catastrophic conflict. 

Though powerful forces determine the broad, general 
course of history, at each individual junction there is a measure 
of freedom for those who happen to sit at the steering wheel. 
~ There is a range of choice between the position taken by the 
Portuguese in Angola, the whites in the Union of South Africa, 
the Belgians in the Congo, and what could be done by a sensible, 
‘decent government even if it is also a strictly capitalist govern- 
ment. Must we now assume that the United States government 
led by Mr. Kennedy and standing at the New Frontier will 
follow the example of the Portuguese rather than the example 
of the British? I cannot accept this as inevitable. There is, there 
must be a possibility for the American people — in spite of the 
image of national unity that has been contrived in Washington— 
to make their government see the light, adopt a policy of reason, 
a policy of peace. There is no way of writing an insurance policy 
for the capitalist system for an indefinite period of time, either 
in this country or anywhere else in the world. There may be, 
however, a way of assuring the world’s survival provided the 
“furies of private property” can be —if only partly — tamed, if 
the ruling class of this country can be prevented from committing 
suicide out of fear of death. 

There is the frightful danger that, cornered, threatened, and 
frightened, American capitalism may be incapable of leaving 
the rest of the world alone without so slamming the door that 
the entire building collapses. It is this act of despair that has to 
be prevented by all available means. It may very well be that 
our only hope today is that the allies of the United States in 
Western Europe will be able to stay the hands of our jingoists. 
But all of us, and particularly those of us who had anything to 
do with putting Mr. Kennedy into power, have the supreme 
responsibility of leaving no stone unturned to impress upon the 
Washington Administration that the issue now is not more or 
less cold war, that the issue now is not even capitalism or 
socialism, that the issue now is world survival or a world 
catastrophe. 
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